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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: 

The Examiner made a restriction requirement into two groups, claims 1-18 in Group I and claims 19-20 in Group II. 
Applicant elected Group I without traverse. 

The Examiner requested identification of copending/patented applications with claims directed towards a file cache 
under control of a file system. Applicant identified 09/675,484. 

Applicant stated that the claims of the present application are supported only by the present disclosure. Therefore, the 
effective priority date of the claims is the filing date of the application. 

Finally, US 5,913,028 (Wang) was identified as a possible 103(a) reference against claims 1 and 11. Applicant 
asserted that the "file cache" of the claims is distinct from the local memory of Wang. The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees because the term "file cache" does not have a standard meaning in the art, and the term is not explicitly 
defined by the specification. 
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